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and walks away when other nations are
at the table wanting to pursue peaceful
diplomacy. And, second, if we are to be
in a war, I would hope that this body
would jealously guard that prerogative
and want to have that debate here on
the floor.

There are members of this body that
feel very differently about what I have
just stated and the points that I have
made, and we ought to have that de-
bate here on the floor, not in dueling
press conferences or dueling appear-
ances on cable shows. We should be
having that debate here on the floor.

So, as I conclude, I pray that the es-
calation of tensions that we have seen,
the discussions of deploying 120,000
troops in the Middle East, may be abat-
ing a bit. I pray that we will ask tough
questions. We have our briefing tomor-
row at the all-Senate briefing on this
important matter.

I hope that as we enter into a discus-
sion, in the Armed Services Committee
first and then on the floor of the body,
about the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act, that this would be a perfect
opportunity for us to kind of talk
about the equities, the plusses and
minuses, what is at stake, and what we
might do.

I will also just say, as a last point,
that we now know how to have that de-
bate on the floor. If the President
wants to start a war without us—and,
make no mistake, none of the existing
authorizations from 2001 or 2002 would
authorize military action against Iran.
Not a single person here voting to go to
war against the perpetrators of the 9/11
attack intended that to be used as an
authorization to wage war against the
nation of Iran. If the President decides
to go to war against Iran without us,
we now have a vehicle—a war powers
resolution vehicle that we just recently
used in connection with U.S. support
for the Saudi ‘“‘misprosecution’ of the
civil war in Yemen. We now have an
opportunity to force a vote. If the
President gets us into hostilities that
are not authorized by Congress, we
have the opportunity—and, I would
say, the obligation—to file a resolution
that must be brought to the floor of
this body, that must be debated on, and
it must be voted on. We should not be
at war with Iran unless this body is
willing to vote on it.

If the President decides that he
wants to go to war with Iran and not
come to Congress, what does it say
about his judgment? His judgment is
that he doesn’t think Congress will
support it. If he doesn’t think Congress
will support it, maybe it is because it
is not a good idea.

So, as I conclude, I think these are
very, very challenging times. There is
not a power we should guard more jeal-
ously than the power to put the men
and women of our armed services into
harm’s way. We should not let a Presi-
dent—Democrat or Republican—make
that decision without us. We should
not let a President—Democrat or Re-
publican—use a series of provocations
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to blunder us into it. We should not
casually let a President—Democrat or
Republican—tear up diplomatic deals
and have the United States be the
party that is walking away from a
table of dialogue where we might find a
peaceful and diplomatic resolution to
controversies.

In the days ahead, in the NDAA proc-
ess, and then, God forbid, if the Presi-
dent were to initiate us into some kind
of a military action, through a war
powers resolution of the kind that we
just voted on here on the Senate floor,
we will have an opportunity as a body
to deal with this, and I pray that we
will deal with it with the seriousness
that it deserves. There is nothing,
nothing more serious than this.

Maybe just the last thing I will say is
this. You know my background. I start-
ed in city council, and I cast thousands
of votes, just as you have, as a city
councilman and mayor, as Lieutenant
Governor and Governor, and now as a
Member of this body. I have cast all
kinds of votes. A vote on war is the
most significant vote you will ever
cast. I cast two votes on the war reso-
lutions in the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, and it was interesting casting
votes on those, even though they ended
up not leading to votes on the floor.
There is just a feeling about the grav-
ity of that vote and the feeling in my
stomach as I was trying to decide how
to vote. Even when I decided how to
vote and making my mouth say the
word about how I wanted to vote, it
was a vote unlike anything for those
two, unlike any other vote that I have
ever cast.

Part of that, no doubt, is the connec-
tion that Virginians feel so closely to
the military. Part of it, no doubt, is
having a child in the military and
knowing what a vote like that might
mean to marines like my oldest son.

This is a topic that has to be the
most serious thing we do, and we can’t
outsource our moral responsibility
about it to a President. In fact, we
need to jealously guard that responsi-
bility, and I hope we will.

With that, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.
———
CLOTURE MOTION
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the

Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.
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The legislative clerk read as follows:
CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on nomina-
tion of Daniel P. Collins, of California, to be
United States Circuit Judge for the Ninth
Circuit.

Mitch McConnell, John Hoeven, David
Perdue, Chuck Grassley, James E.
Risch, Johnny Isakson, John Barrasso,
Steve Daines, Roger F. Wicker, Jerry
Moran, John Cornyn, John Thune,
Richard Burr, Mike Crapo, Pat Rob-
erts, Lindsey Graham, Shelley Moore
Capito.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Daniel P. Collins, of California, to be
United States Circuit Judge for the
Ninth Circuit, shall be brought to a
close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE) and the
Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. JOHNSON).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE)
would have voted ‘“‘yea’” and the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin (Mr. JOHNSON)
would have voted ‘‘yea.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER),
the Senator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALD-
WIN), the Senator from New York (Mrs.

GILLIBRAND), and the Senator from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), are nec-
essarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.

ERNST). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote?
The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 51,
nays 43, as follows:
[Rollcall Vote No. 117 Ex.]

YEAS—51
Alexander Ernst Perdue
Barrasso Fischer Portman
Blackburn Gardner Risch
Blunt Graham Roberts
Boozman Grassley Romney
Braun Hawley Rounds
Burr Hoeven Rubio
Capito Hyde-Smith Sasse
Cassidy Isakson Scott (FL)
Collins Kennedy Scott (SC)
Cornyn Lankford Shelby
Cotton Lee Sullivan
Cramer McConnell Thune
Crapo McSally Tillis
Cruz Moran Toomey
Daines Murkowski Wicker
Enzi Paul Young
NAYS—43

Bennet Hassan Murray
Blumenthal Heinrich Peters
Brown Hirono Reed
Cantwell Jones Rosen
Cardin Kaine Schatz
Carper King Schumer
Casey Klobuchar Shaheen
Coons Leahy :
Cortez Masto Manchin Slnfema

mith
Duckworth Markey
Durbin Menendez Stabenow
Feinstein Merkley Tester
Harris Murphy
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